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county commissioners. The bill in-
cludes electric vehicles so that they
get subsidized. Of course, electric vehi-
cles pay no gas tax because they don’t
use gas; they use electricity. So they
don’t subsidize in any way or pay to
use the roads for the wear and tear on
the roads that they drive. Yet the
Democrats are calling for billions and
billions of dollars of subsidies for those
drivers. Nearly every Democrat in this
body still supports this taxpayer give-
away.

Nearly every Democrat in the Senate
still supports Joe Biden’s war on Amer-
ican energy. Well, the war on American
energy is raising the cost to American
consumers.

As I said, if we are going to take 18
cents off the cost of a gallon of gas
when it is already up a dollar a gallon
or more, and by summer will be a lot
higher than that, it is like putting a
bandaid on a bullet hole. And Joe
Biden, once again, yesterday, talked to
these county commissioners, pro-
moting his so-called Build Back Better
plan, which includes the Green New
Deal, which is increased taxes on
American energy, increased regula-
tions on American energy, increased
penalties on producing American en-
ergy. The American people get the fact
that will raise the costs for them to
drive their car, to heat their home, to
grow crops, to get items to market—
where shelves are still bare, and they
were this past weekend at the grocery
store in Casper, WY.

Democrats still are delighted that we
ended the Keystone XL Pipeline. The
Secretary of Energy was supposed to
come out with a report about how
many jobs were lost by that. Well, still
waiting for the report. Homework is
past due.

Will we ever see the report from the
Secretary of Energy who doesn’t want
to point out this specific impact that
Joe Biden has had on this country in
terms of killing jobs and raising energy
prices?

The American people see through all
of this. That is why only 3 in 10 Ameri-
cans today support the President of the
United States on what he is doing
about inflation. That means that just
about every Republican and every Inde-
pendent and a whole lot of Democrats
don’t like the fact that Joe Biden is ig-
noring them, refusing to focus on the
issues that are important to them and
their lives and their families and their
future; that their dreams are being sto-
len and ripped from them; that they
have been using savings that they
wanted to use for things they had been
planning for years. And what we see is
another gimmick coming from the
Democrats only because their eyes are
on the midterms. Their eyes ought to
be on the people at home who sent
them here in the first place.

There is a solution to the high cost of
American energy, and that is to
produce more American energy. Let us
make it here. We have it. Oh, we have
it in abundance. We have it in Wyo-
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ming. We have it all across the coun-
try. Produce American energy. Use
American energy.

Vladimir Putin knows how to use en-
ergy. He uses it as a weapon, and he is
using it as a weapon right now, holding
Europe hostage. Germany has fallen
into his trap with Nord Stream 2. He
knows how to use energy. We have been
in the United States an energy super-
power. We are. We have the capacity to
do it. We have gone from energy de-
pendence to energy independence, to
energy dominance. We need to return
to the day when we are using American
energy.

We are much better as a country and
safer as a country and stronger as a
country if we sell energy from the
United States to our friends rather
than follow the Joe Biden route of beg-
ging Vladimir Putin to sell some of his
energy to us. That weakens America. It
weakens us. It weakens our future.

We have the resources here in Amer-
ica. We have the know-how. We have
the individuals wanting to work pro-
ducing American energy. We need an
administration which will allow us to
do so, and we don’t have one with the
leadership in the White House and with
the majority party in the House and
the Senate right now.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic whip.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE

CALENDAR

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I
rise today to speak about the critical
role played by U.S. attorneys and U.S.
marshals in keeping America safe.

Law enforcement is a team effort,
and we need officials at the Federal,
State, and local levels working to-
gether to stop crime in this country
and to keep people safe in their homes
and in their neighborhoods.

It was only 2 months ago when I
came to the floor of this Senate to re-
quest unanimous consent for the Sen-
ate to take up and confirm five U.S. at-
torney nominations. Despite the out-
standing credentials of all of these
nominees, one Senator, the junior Sen-
ator from Arkansas, refused to allow
the Senate to confirm five nominees
for U.S. attorney positions by a voice
vote—a tradition in the Senate. That
Senator’s objections had nothing to do
with the nominees. He said so. They
had nothing to do with their records
and had nothing to do with their quali-
fications.

Well, after he was confronted on the
floor of the Senate, he lifted his objec-
tions. We were able to get those U.S.
attorneys confirmed and put them to
work, and there is work to be done in
every State in the Union to make this
a safer nation.

We believe in law enforcement—we
believe in it at every level—and when
there is delay in putting professionals
in place, that delay can cost lives. If
you stand up and say ‘I don’t want to
defund the police’” but then refuse to
fill vacancies when it comes to law en-
forcement, that is inconsistent.
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Sadly, we find ourselves in the same
position today, 2 months later, with
the same Senator from Arkansas. He is
again objecting to the swift confirma-
tion of U.S. attorney and U.S. marshal
nominations. In short, this same Sen-
ator is making it increasingly difficult
for us to prosecute violent criminals,
track down fugitives, and protect
Americans from gang violence,
cybercrime, terrorism, and fraud.

It is worth taking a moment to con-
sider what U.S. attorneys and U.S.
marshals do. The positions that they
hold are nearly as old as the Nation
itself. Both U.S. marshal and U.S. at-
torney positions were created by the
Judiciary Act of 1789, passed by the
First Congress, and signed into law by
President George Washington.

The specific responsibilities have
changed over time, but the core func-
tion is the same. This is the Federal
answer to enforcing the law, pros-
ecuting crimes, and protecting our
communities. U.S. attorneys are
charged with prosecuting all Federal
criminal offenses. U.S. marshals have
the responsibility of risking their lives
to protect Federal judges and court-
houses, tracking down fugitives, and
assisting in locating and recovering
missing children, just to mention a
few. In short, U.S. attorneys and U.S.
marshals play a critical role in enforc-
ing the law, promoting public safety,
and protecting our communities.

So it is sad that this same junior
Senator from Arkansas is blocking the
confirmations of six U.S. attorneys and
two U.S. marshals today. Doing so
threatens public safety across America
and puts millions of Americans at risk,
including the most vulnerable.

Despite all of the tough talk we hear
from many of these Senators on the
other side of the aisle about their dedi-
cation to law and order and keeping
America safe, it is a Republican Sen-
ator who refuses to take up and con-
firm these nominations in an expedi-
tious way.

Before I ask for consent for the Sen-
ate to confirm the nominees, I would
like to yield to the majority leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
thank the majority whip.

Thank you for your good work as
chair of the Judiciary and for your talk
on this issue.

I thank my colleague from Min-
nesota, who has been passionate about
getting this done as well.

I rise today to join with my Demo-
cratic colleagues in support of these
U.S. attorneys and marshals who have
singlehandedly been delayed for weeks
by one Senator, the junior Senator
from Arkansas.

For decades—decades—Democrats
and Republicans have regularly cooper-
ated to swiftly confirm the many,
many individuals selected by each
President to serve in their administra-
tion. Regardless of the party in the
White House, both sides have long
agreed that a President deserves to
have his or her administration in place
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quickly. That doesn’t mean we don’t
disagree, but it does mean that when
nominees are held up, opposed, or
blocked, it is for a legitimate purpose,
not for leverage and partisan games to
score political points at the expense of
public safety. Most of us still believe in
that principle but, sadly, not all of us.

On the other side of the aisle, a small
group of obstructionist Republicans
has spent the last year hijacking the
rules of the Senate to place an unprece-
dented number of holds on hundreds—
hundreds—of Presidential appointees.

Let me repeat. This isn’t about a few
nominees here and there; we are talk-
ing about hundreds of nominees.

In this case, my colleague from Ar-
kansas is holding back six U.S. attor-
neys and two TU.S. marshals—vital
roles in preserving public safety. The
level of partisan obstruction is a new
low for the Senate.

When President Trump was in office,
every single U.S. attorney and U.S.
marshal—every single one—was con-
firmed by this Chamber with unani-
mous consent. Yes, we had deep, deep
problems with the Trump Department
of Justice, but never did we demand a
rollcall vote just to confirm nominees
like these. In fact, the last time the
Senate had to hold a rollcall vote—lis-
ten to this—the last time the Senate
had to hold a rollcall vote to confirm a
U.S. attorney was a half a century
ago—nearly half a century ago—in 1975,
and it is not hard to see why. U.S. at-
torneys and marshals aren’t political
positions. Their job is literally to keep
Americans safe. They are Federal pros-
ecutors, and they are Federal law en-
forcement.

If my Republican colleagues on the
other side truly care about public safe-
ty, why are they obstructing the ap-
pointments of individuals whose jobs
would precisely be to maintain public
safety in the first place? It is ‘‘Alice in
Wonderland” logic.

Now, this isn’t just about breaking
precedent. Right now, communities
across the country still don’t have
their U.S. attorneys on the job because
of obstruction here in the Senate. Dis-
tricts in Georgia, Ohio, Nevada, Min-
nesota, Michigan, and Illinois are all
still waiting for U.S. attorneys.

Sadly, the families who live in these
communities shouldn’t have to pay the
price for what a very small number of
Republicans are doing here, but, sadly,
that is what is happening. It is a text-
book example of why Americans are
frustrated with the Senate and are
frustrated with their government.

On the other hand, I want to thank
my Democratic colleagues for advo-
cating on behalf of the U.S. attorneys
and marshals. I thank my friend Sen-
ator DURBIN, chairman of the Judici-
ary, for speaking passionately. I thank
Senator KLOBUCHAR for coming to the
floor to speak. I thank Senators ROSEN
and CORTEZ MASTO and DUCKWORTH and
BROWN, who have also spoken.

One way or another, these nominees
will be confirmed by the Senate. Re-
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publican obstructionists can try to
delay, but they cannot stop these indi-
viduals from ultimately going through.

If the holds on these nominees are
not dropped, I will be filing cloture on
them, and we will schedule votes to ad-
vance them until the job is finished. If
that means more late nights, then
more late nights are coming. If it
means vote series with six or seven or
eight votes in a row, then that is what
we will do.

Most of us don’t want to go down
that road, and we don’t have to. The
overwhelming majority of Democrats
and Republicans want to preserve the
decades of precedent and comity that
has enabled us to work together on
nominees.

So let me say for one last time, de-
laying the appointment of U.S. attor-
neys and U.S. marshals over cheap par-
tisan games ultimately makes Ameri-
cans less safe and weakens law enforce-
ment.

I urge my Republican colleague to
drop his obstruction or else he can ex-
plain to his colleagues why we have to
schedule a dizzyingly large number of
rollcall votes just to push these nomi-
nees through.

I thank my colleagues for their work
and yield to Senator DURBIN.

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the majority
leader. I would like to just add: There
must be those following the debate who
are wondering, ‘“What is the basis for
the junior Senator from Arkansas op-
posing these eight nominees? There
must be something wrong with them.
There must be something in their
background that doesn’t add up.”’

Consider the variety of individuals
who are being held up by the junior
Senator from Arkansas: Ryan
Buchanan, of Georgia, to be U.S. attor-
ney for the Northern District; Jason
Frierson, of Nevada, to be U.S. attor-
ney for the District of Nevada; Andrew
Luger, of Minnesota, to be U.S. attor-
ney for the District of Minnesota—and
the Senator from Minnesota will speak
to that in just a moment—Mark
Totten, of Michigan, to be U.S. attor-
ney for the Western District of Michi-
gan; Marisa Darden, of Ohio, to be U.S.
attorney for the Northern District of
Ohio; Delia Smith, of the Virgin Is-
lands, to be U.S. attorney for the Dis-
trict of the Virgin Islands; Eddie
Frizell, again of Minnesota, to be U.S.
marshal for the District of Minnesota;
and LaDon Reynolds, of Illinois, to be
U.S. marshal for the Northern District
of Illinois.

We looked especially at our own
nominees very closely to make sure
that they were qualified to take on
these Federal positions. Several of my
colleagues are going to come to the
floor today to speak about the nomi-
nees being held up by one Senator, so
rather than delving into the records of
all of the eight nominees, let me just
focus on the one in Illinois—Chief
LaDon Reynolds, nominated to serve as
U.S. marshal for the Northern District.

Chief Reynolds has served the people
of Illinois for nearly 30 years. He joined
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the Oak Park Police Department in
1994, rising steadily through the ranks
until his appointment in 2019 as chief.

In addition to his service at the Oak
Park Police Department, Chief Rey-
nolds serves on the Illinois Law En-
forcement Training and Standards
Board, the Illinois Commission on Dis-
crimination and Hate Crimes, and the
Executive Board of the Illinois Asso-
ciation of Chiefs of Police. In short,
Chief Reynolds is eminently qualified
to serve as U.S. marshal for the North-
ern District of Illinois. There is simply
no valid basis to delay his confirma-
tion.

And I have yet to hear the Senator
from Arkansas come forward with a
bill of particulars of why he has de-
cided to single out the people whom I
just mentioned, to deny them an oppor-
tunity to make communities safer
across America. At a time of high
crime and the need for a coordinated
effort at every single level, there is ab-
solutely no valid explanation of why
these individuals are being withheld
from their responsibilities in these
communities.

We need to have law enforcement
taken seriously and respected. Holding
up nominations for no particular rea-
son other than a political issue that
may bother the Senator is certainly no
reason for us to jeopardize the safety of
innocent people living in these commu-
nities who depend on these Federal law
enforcement officials to do their job.

At this point, I would like to make a
unanimous consent request.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the following nomina-
tions en bloc: Calendar No. 660, 661, 662,
663, 739, 740, 741, and 742; that the Sen-
ate vote on the nominations en bloc
without intervening action or debate;
that the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table
with no intervening action or debate;
that any statement related to the
nominations be printed in the RECORD
and that the President be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, which I
most certainly will do, I will just ad-
dress what the Senator from Illinois
said.

He said he has heard no explanation
for why I am objecting to every De-
partment of Justice nominee moving
forward on a fast-track basis. That is
false. He has heard my explanation re-
peatedly. He may not like it, but he
has heard it.

I am taking this stance on behalf of
four brave U.S. marshals who defended
the Federal courthouse in Portland
from leftwing street militias associ-
ated with the BLM movement and
antifa.

The summer of 2020 was part of riots
all across our country, but in Portland
these riots were particularly dan-
gerous. Marshals were targeted with la-
sers to blind them, with ball bearings,
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with fireworks. There were efforts to
barricade them inside the courthouse
and set it on fire to burn them alive.
These marshals are heroes, and they
should be celebrated. Anyone who says
they support law enforcement should
be defending these marshals.

Not surprisingly, leftwing activists
and leftwing organizations, like the
ACLU, are coming to the defense of the
leftwing street militia that attacked
these marshals, tried to burn down the
Portland courthouse, suing marshals
on frivolous grounds.

Many of these marshals are being de-
fended by the Department of Justice,
as is the Department of Justice’s long-
standing custom and practice to either
provide representation for its law en-
forcement officers when they are sued
in court or, if there is some conflict, to
reimburse them and pay their legal
fees. Four marshals are not being de-
fended, though.

These four marshals are GS-11s, GS—
13s. They have been serving our coun-
try for a lifetime. Many of them are
veterans, veterans of foreign wars.
They face financial bankruptcy and
ruin because the Department of Justice
won’t represent them; in many cases,
won’t even give them an answer or ex-
plain why the representation was de-
nied.

When I learned of this, I demanded
answers. And the Department of Jus-
tice had no answers. So if my col-
leagues think that I am going to just
roll out the red carpet for Department
of Justice nominees to be confirmed to
politically connected positions, while
GS-11s and GS-13s are hung out to dry,
they have another thing coming.

Now, some of you may say: Well,
maybe there are investigations under-
way. Maybe these officers engaged in
misconduct. We don’t know. They
won’t give us answers. But here is what
we do know: All four of them—all
four—are currently on unrestricted Ac-
tive Duty—unrestricted Active Duty.

And I would add, all four—all four—
are in the Special Operations Group for
the Marshals Service, which means to
say they are the marshals who are
most likely to be deployed nationwide
and put in circumstances that risk
their lives and call for them to use vio-
lence, to include lethal violence.

Now, I don’t know the circumstances
that led to the denial of representation
of these four marshals or why some of
them are being strung along, but I have
to assume—I have to assume—that if
they are on unrestricted Active Duty
in the Special Operations Group of the
Marshals Service, that Merrick Gar-
land and Vanita Gupta can’t have any
doubts about their fitness to serve or
their actions for all those weeks in
Portland when they defended the
courthouse from leftwing street mili-
tias.

I understand my colleagues want to
get their U.S. attorneys or their U.S.
marshals confirmed. Maybe there are
people at Main Justice they want to
get confirmed as well. That is very
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simple. We could do it today. We could
hear from Merrick Garland or Vanita
Gupta that they will defend these four
U.S. marshals in court or we could hear
a satisfactory answer of why they
won’t defend the marshals in court.

Is it because they were standing up
to a leftwing street militia? Is it be-
cause they were taking a stance to de-
fend Federal property from antifa? I
don’t know. We can’t get an answer.
Maybe my Democratic colleagues could
get an answer.

But to think that I am just going to
roll over and allow the Senate to fast-
track nominees to the Department,
when GS-11s and GS-13s, law enforce-
ment officials, are being hung up to
dry—sorry.

These are people—and I have talked
to them—who were worried about buy-
ing Christmas gifts for their children
last year because they had to pay legal
fees, who are worried about paying the
mortgage next month, who are worried
about sending their Kkids to camp.
Sorry if your lawyers have to wait for
a week or two to get confirmed to the
U.S. attorney’s position. I am worried
about four heroes who defended Federal
property from leftwing street militias.

So, yes, I do object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
BALDWIN). Objection is heard.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, try
to follow that logic, if you will. The
Senator is so committed to law en-
forcement, he is so committed to U.S.
marshals, he won’t let us appoint peo-
ple to fill vacancies.

He takes the case in Portland, OR,
where he wrote a letter to the Depart-
ment of Justice within the last 2 weeks
asking for the status of their defense of
these 74 individuals. Now, he Kknows,
and we all know, that before we can
take any action for anybody, we need a
confidentiality waiver, a privacy state-
ment. That is routine in all of our of-
fices.

Each one of these individuals, despite
the interest of the junior Senator from
Arkansas, has their own legal right to
determine whether or not they want to
waive any privacy so that they can tell
the public or discuss even with the
Senator their plight and how they want
to address it.

There is also something called the at-
torney-client privilege, which the Sen-
ator, I am sure, is aware of. That, too,
is a privilege which allows the indi-
vidual to deny ordinary access to infor-
mation if they so choose. It is their de-
cision.

So the complication of the situation
is ignored by the Senator from Arkan-
sas. He is valiantly standing for U.S.
marshals that he won’t appoint. He be-
lieves they are important and that
they give their lives to their country—
and many have—and yet he won’t let
them stand up and do that on behalf of
our communities.

He wants an answer to his letter, and
until he gets an answer to his letter,
then we are not going to be able to put
law enforcement in place to deal with

(Ms.
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crime in this country. We can make all
the statements, run all the ads, make
all the speeches on the floor about a
concern for safety in our communities,
and then the junior Senator from Ar-
kansas says, ‘I want you to be safe in
your community, but you can’t have a
U.S. attorney to prosecute those
would-be terrorists. You can’t have a
U.S. marshal for pursuit of fugitives
from justice. You can’t have a U.S.
marshal to protect the courthouse for
men and women who go to work there
every day and risk their lives for the
administration of justice.”

This is upside down. We are talking
about 74 individuals. The Department
of Justice has said they are going to
defend 70 of them. One is a question, I
assume, whether he was acting in the
scope of his employment, and three are
under review. And for that reason, this
Senator has decided to stop the admin-
istration of justice in these jurisdic-
tions or at least slow it down. That
makes no sense whatsoever.

The basis for objecting to these indi-
viduals has nothing to do with their in-
dividual qualifications. He didn’t raise
a single question. All he said is, ‘“Your
lawyers are going to have to wait,” as
if these were just lawyers waiting for a
fee.

These are men and women willing to
serve, as he serves, in public service. It
is more than just lawyers—not that
there is anything wrong with that cat-
egory of Americans—but it is individ-
uals who are willing to engage in pub-
lic service.

And why are we in such a hurry? We
are in the second year of this Presi-
dent’s administration. It is time to fill
these vacancies.

As Senator SCHUMER said earlier on
the floor, there are several on the Re-
publican side who just want to drag
this out interminably in the hopes that
they can stop the Biden administration
from filling these vacancies.

My colleague from Arkansas asked
whether the DOJ is representing Fed-
eral law enforcement personnel who
protected the Federal courthouse in
Portland. The FOX News headline
about his letter said: ‘“‘Cotton places
hold on DOJ nominees after refusal to
defend US Marshals involved in Port-
land Antifa riots.”

Here is the reality. The Department
of Justice often represents or pays pri-
vate counsel to represent Federal em-
ployees sued in their individual capac-
ity, but there are some constraints,
and I have mentioned them. For exam-
ple, regulations require that the De-
partment of Justice can only represent
employees for actions within the scope
of their employment; for example, pro-
tecting the Portland courthouse, which
clearly is within the scope. And the De-
partment of Justice can only represent
them if doing so would be in the inter-
est of the United States. It clearly
would be if they are defending against
terrorists.

The Senator knows this. Do you
know why he knows it? Because the



S742

Department of Justice responded to his
letter. He just didn’t like the re-
sponse—it didn’t go far enough.

The Department said, ‘“The Depart-
ment of Justice strongly supports the
provision of representation to federal
officers acting in the line of duty.” The
Department also told him that it rep-
resents or has paid for private counsel
to represent 70 of these employees who
have been sued in connection with the
events in Portland, while denying only
a single request for representation.

I don’t know the facts of that denial.
I don’t know if there has been a pri-
vacy waiver signed. I don’t know if this
individual said, ‘I have an attorney-
client privilege, and I don’t have to tell
the Senator from Arkansas or anyone
what the circumstances are.”” The Sen-
ator from Arkansas is now demanding
to know why the Department of Jus-
tice denied this one request for rep-
resentation and why it is still review-
ing three others. That is right—he is
blocking the confirmation of critical
law enforcement officials across the
United States until he gets an answer
that he likes.

The DOJ has already explained that
it cannot comment further—here is
what they said—‘‘in light of significant
confidentiality interests and applicable
privileges.”” As I mentioned earlier the
privacy laws and attorney-client privi-
lege.

“DOJ’s regulations make it clear
that communication about an employ-
ee’s requests for representation are
protected by the attorney-client privi-
lege, and the Privacy Act prevents DOJ
from disclosing the personnel record of
an employee,” and that is as it should
be.

Let me be clear. These privileges pro-
tect the privacy of the very law en-
forcement personnel whose interests
the Senator from Arkansas claims to
represent.

My Republican colleagues frequently
claim to be the party of law and order,
but in this matter and others, they are
the ones playing politics with law en-
forcement because the Department of
Justice will not snap to the Senator’s
request and violate standing Federal
laws; because they won’t ignore and
violate those laws of privacy and attor-
ney-client privilege, he is prepared to
endanger the communities and law en-
forcement until he gets his way.

I have heard my Republican col-
leagues time and again claiming that
the Biden administration and Demo-
cratic mayors in big cities are respon-
sible for violent crime. They claim
that the increase in violent crime has
nothing to do with the fact that Amer-
ica is awash in guns, that the reality is
that the increase in violent crime
started during the last administration,
under President Trump. It is affecting
communities led by both Republican
and Democratic officials. And it is
being driven by gun violence.

FBI statistics show that 77 percent of
homicides in 2020 were committed with
guns. In Chicago, that number is high-
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er. Ninety-three percent of homicides
last year in Chicago were committed
by gun.

We face a gun violence crisis. The Ju-
diciary Committee held five hearings
last year on ways to reduce it. I am
going to continue it this year. But if
we are going to address this crisis, we
are going to need Senators from both
parties to show some courage and to
admit that gun violence in America is
a real problem.

We also need Republicans to stop de-
fending the violent insurrection that
took place right in this Chamber on
January 6, 2021. The Senator was
present. All of us were. We will never
forget that day as long as we live. Five
brave police officers lost their lives as
a result of what the Republican Na-
tional Committee in its official policy
position calls ‘‘legitimate political dis-
course.”

This is nothing new. Last year, Con-
gress passed the American Rescue
Plan—$350 billion for State and local
governments. We made sure that fund-
ing was going to hire good law enforce-
ment officials and invested in commu-
nity violence intervention. Not a single
Republican Senator approved it.

There are areas where we are work-
ing together on bipartisan legislation,
and I hope we will continue to. Last
year, President Biden signed three laws
in that area.

I hope my Republican colleagues will
take a lesson from today. If we are
going to stand together, then let us all
stand behind the Federal law enforce-
ment team.

When President Trump asked for his
team, Democrats in the Senate cooper-
ated and gave those people to him.
They weren’t the people we would have
chosen, but he was President and had
the right to do his best to protect this
Nation. So does President Biden.

President Biden has called for signifi-
cant increases for our police in the
Byrne Justice Program and the COPS
Hiring Program, but this important
funding has been delayed by debate
over appropriations. We shouldn’t
delay the appointment of these key law
enforcement officials either.

Again and again, Democrats are
working to support law enforcement
and to keep Americans safe. Some-
times we are joined in these efforts by
Republicans and other times not, but
there is no benefit to law enforcement
when Senators block the confirmation
of well-qualified U.S. attorney and U.S.
marshal nominees, as we see today.

I urge the Senator from Arkansas to
stand up for law enforcement. A polit-
ical story on FOX is not worth under-
mining the lives of innocent Ameri-
cans. We have to end this obstruction
and let these nominees protect and
serve.

I now yield to Senator KLOBUCHAR.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-
ior Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, I am
surprised to hear the Senator from Illi-
nois continue to refer to this as a polit-
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ical issue or a political story when we
have career law enforcement officers
who put their lives on the line to de-
fend Federal property from leftwing
street militias. And they are worried if
they can put the food on the table for
their children, if they can buy them
gifts at Christmas, if they can put
braces on them, if they can send them
to summer camp.

I don’t consider that a political issue;
I consider it standing up for law en-
forcement—mnot just these four but
every deputy marshal around the coun-
try who forms the backbone of the
Marshals Service, the backbone of the
Marshals Service all across the coun-
try, who have to wonder if maybe they
are going to be the next one to be hung
out to dry by the Department of Jus-
tice if they confront a rioter with the
wrong politics.

This is not a political issue.

Now, the Senator from Illinois con-
tinues to speak about confidentiality
and attorney-client privilege as if this
is all information that has been com-
municated to these four marshals and
they just don’t want to share it with us
here in the Senate. That is not the
case. Three of them, I would say,
haven’t heard anything. In a lawsuit
that is almost 18 months old, they have
been told nothing yet. That is why
they have had to go out and retain
their own counsel.

One of them was denied representa-
tion with no more basis than saying it
is not in the interest of the United
States of America. Well, forgive me if I
don’t trust Vanita Gupta to determine
what is in the interest of the United
States when it comes to defending law
enforcement.

These marshals are told that these
determinations are final and there is
no appeal and there is no recourse.
Well, I am the recourse now.

The Senator from Illinois keeps talk-
ing about these urgent law enforce-
ment needs in his own State of Illinois.
I would point out that the position
that is empty has been empty since
2018. If it was so urgent, the Senator
from Illinois could have cooperated
with the Trump administration and
tried to fill it then. These U.S. attor-
ney positions that are empty—Presi-
dent Biden fired all U.S. attorneys a
year ago. If it was so urgent to have
Senate-confirmed U.S. attorneys in po-
sition, he could have asked them to
continue to serve until he was able to
find suitable replacements.

The Senator from Illinois also said:
Well, Senator Cotton got his letter re-
sponded to. I am not looking for some
courtesy exchange of letters here; I am
tryin